Hr. Philir K. Hel-nscn 
18 Tartridge J’l-ce 
'■--rion, HA. o?.?t 8. 


3 December 19RA 


Til, 3? 


Bear %, . f lel»nson » 


After you lefz 1~ so turd ay x located the J D document '■’bout 3i-u:ey & tne oer ' . ru 

charge - g- mst my brother John Ray , xt is enclosed herein. This bank robbery char 
h^d it baginning some where around ’ - ~ y 1968 when an F3I informant I onced knew, J 
Gewron , sold the FBx that x - nd another robbed the -Alton B-,nk in dewier ter 1967. 
senuently the FBI discovered. th»t the other alleged robber was in j=il at the tin; 
the robbery. G=wron then brought in another robber (apparently my other brother Je 
but by then the TBi no longer relied on Gawron. (I have seen these FBI documents 
uon’t have them m prison). Anyway later the EBlect committee picked up the chase 
charged me and Jerry with the robbery. This was on August 16 when I appeared befo 
committee. Thereafter Jerry turned himself in to the Alton police (see enclosed ’ 
Aug. 18th) , and offered to stand trial for the robbery. The police sa.id he never 
suspect, (in fact he was working in Chicago the day the robbery was committed tit t 
Select Committee said he couldn't prove it since his work records had teen "lost" 
Thereafter on August 25th Bl-key deeded my other brother had committed the Robber 
(0 ohn; , ’-To dicn t have an airtight a li oi , and "went to the JD seeking th-a in-lh 1 
However, the aforementioned document also read that 3l»key had been to ice a- - 
Silbert on Fav 24th -bout the indictment so one wonders why the committee cha’ ?■}■' 
in August with the robbery while talking about indicting John ir, Kay about the 3* 
robbery unless the committee wanted to charge them both with the robbery. J oh.-, f 
w-s convicted of aiding & abetting in a bank robbery committed ir. 1970 and was .= 31 
oy uudge tilii-m sebster mow 7 BI director), to 18 years in federal prison where 
still is. 


ohn 

Suh- 



Jer 


Also enclosed: 


1 . Three pages from 
they have 58 cubic i 


the Interrogatories I filed on the KARS where thi 
e^t of records under seal. 


e Arcr.ives sa.\ 




2. A receipt from the Shelby county j-il where I noted wh-t ph. 

1 me nom'S73" wa.s the last di'-its o ? a hew Orleans ph. n>’. Raoul gay, me. There 
been considerable speculation about the first three numbers. Someone named Webbers a 
got the number out of = court document and wrote me about it. (see two encloses, lette 
from ’Independent Research". The other number (483-4429, 'Iso backwards) , I located 
in a Baton Rouge telephone director after Raoul h’d giver: it to re as a 'ba.ck-uj: numb' 
I never called anyone at the number, I suspect it was given to me in cans. I was arrest 
an' - Raoul & his associates w-ntsd to throw the police off — sort of ». diversion. Anywa: 


Ldn t remember the number, rather the na 


'ten: 


d ir 


tr. it 


t - ’ ours, m the 

directory; one, Herman- Thompsons -nd -fte; I was arrested had Jerry get the nsrtier bv 
c-liinr or asking the operator for Thompson^ number. As to the phone numbers i’erev 
Foreran has a n d said he got them from me or indirectly from me, they ape refer? - ; to 1: 


he-ring I had in '■ emphis, .\-y v. Ross, C-?4- 
the Select corn: Ittes fin a 


■J.OC 


his deposition he g-ve in this 

US fist . Ct. The deposition is reproduced in-vcl. v. of 
report. Xf you h-ve V check out nr, . 234 through 240. 

The address or, the receipt down backwards, 0811 K.a. Rover Drive, hi. FI., is one 
.Randolph . 3 sen son . I round Rosenson named (original th/ought'Rosen) , in my car i; 
Rexico in Koveisber 196? just before crossing the border into the US. Th® name was 
written on a business card, (bahkside), and had fell or - been pl-nted. betwe-'n the fr'r.o, 
sea+5 o-f th.a Mustang, I'm sure Rosenson h=d nothing to do with th ;.LK case. He was 
m the Andrew Johnson hotel in Knoxville wh.en I escaped in f - T une 1977. His cov-ar story 
was he had be-n having car problenA, but I'm sure the committee h-f him there for 

Gov. Blanton patronage chief ^or the Knoxville area, and th-- committee' probably threw 
a little trade his w-y. There is more to the Rosenson story in Kooxvill - which vox 
might obtain from th® Knoxville police dept. 0 ,' Serorters^ 3t*n xtelosier 4 favid Even?, 
of the Knoxville "sentinel . His record evidences he was an info.- want 4 X sun v-nt 
he was being used by someone or agency. 


In respect to the stabbing on June 4, 1 031 ) j sue ,j but the district court v:oul- not 
even pei-a.it discovery. The suit is now on appe-1 to th® HE sixth circuit. There we. 5 
4 involved,. 3 blacks 4 one white. The white, apparently =•+ the instigation of the 
prison administration directly or indirectly told ch. 5 tv in Ra uhvilie that I 
"aid to have the stabbing -'-erformed. The story was aired on ch. j the f"th of July 
1981 on the evening news by repox-ter, La r ,-y Brinson, who has a re -nation s a, mouth 
piece for the establishment/ the informant's name isK'illiam Hynn.- I named Brintor. i: 
suit but he refused to directly -nswer, r-ther ho relied on a teohincality to ha.ve 
the suit dismissed. 


- 1 - 



In^rsi Blsksy. As =n ex-prosecutor I'm sure he thinks everythin.'-- I 
"• ^’’oricetion , Usually the s-ire type thinks everything an informant 
true. He m=y very well have suspectdth=t I w=s someway involved in 
you mentioned. But since he could not prove it through me decided t 
is ex urereLy. hostile =nd I suspect it has nothing to do with whether 
m responsible for the "UK incident. Instead he things I didn't "c 
to make him look good. When I filed for a pardon based on "substsnt 
of innocent" 3 ye=rs ago the "Tennessee" quoated him as saying "Uhl 
to murdering Dr. King and actually names the people who worked with 
fret * bucket of spit.,." 


■ say 
the 

0 o« 

cr 

oope: 

- a l 

;ss 

him 


is 

‘ s is 
’ Galt ma 
'V nothin 
not he x 
axe" ”i' 
evidence 
R=y admr 
t he she 


tter 
c . He 
hinks 
th him 

ts 

uldn't 


- think th">t covers 
»bove but n^y be int 
webberm=>n mentioned 
the stabbing clippin, 
information ^bout th 


^ oout everything, j. doubt if* you are interested in ?il of 
erested in some of it. I'i •■’iso enclosing two letter from 
-beye; *nd_a clipping about the stabbing. Don't bother t< 
a. Ana as I mentioned, I'll forward to you via. my brother 
e pending FOiA suits, ect. Good luck with the project. 


the 


' return 

a «y 


note. For information about Thompson 
-ssa s*.ina tions report” Bantam Books, 



& Rosenscn mentioned above, see "The final 
1979, pp. 512 & 519 respectively. 


Percy Foreman is now 8^ years old. 


He is listed in the phone book in Houston. 
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7* • Rocoiycd^ of Sheriff William N. Morris,' Jr. the 

sum of %/0 '-^ o-i , .*•' , . 

- . Sa^a nonius being sent 

by mail to James Earl Ray, with aliases, from (},]/; W, /y>v 

“ h0 ”*“•* “ t 5,^3. 

/ J»-I h0 abovs 5Un > was received in tho form o-f 


cash , xchccl^ v money or der 

(c jrclx^-eppropriate') 


V £ ft # C, 5 -T$Pl >£2 


■* • ■■ 
r r 


■.Off)/- N. w. Rive r 3s, 

' < ■ rA'i, F-L. 


J""-- 


F[f'S£f\f LBA: 

-UiijiCo A I-Itfn OS-,— A-ti isiicy • 

BY : (' . AT— 

£ 7 — 


/ ames Earl Ray, County Jail ^ 

;A ,v y Rky - 7/0 flA/V' /ti/£ 

• % * * 

I /~ct t / 1 £ , /V\ , £ S’ / <j ^ 
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cstrmsD thus copy - 
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py yA 7 ;A-C IlA 

DSFUTY CLERK. /7 • ; , •' ' 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


JAMES E. RAY, 

Plaintiff, 

V. 

NATIONAL ARCHIVES AND RECORDS SERVICE, 
Defendant . 


) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 


Civil Action No. 79-1887 


ANSWERS TO QlTERROGATOFTE.d 

.JAMES E. O'NEILL, Acting Archivist of the United States, being duly sworn, 
hereoy responds to interrogatories propounded by plaintiff: 


Interrogatory no. 1: Has the United States District court for the District of 

Cdurtia ordered pursuant to, Lae v. Kelly, no. 76-1185 & 1166, the sequestering 
in the National Archives & Records Service ("National .Archives"), for a period 
Ol i-i oy (50) years tapes & transcripts thereof resulting from the Federal 

bureau eu Investigation ("F.B.I."), electronic surveillance ccrnnencing in 
1963 until April 1968 ? [sic] 

Answer.- The United States District Court for the District of Columbia has placed 
under seal in the National Archives for a period of fifty years commencing in 
the ia„es, transcripts, logs and other records pertaining to the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation’s electronic surveillance and investigation of 
Dr. Narcin uuther King, Jr. and the Southern Christian Leadership Conference 
curang one years 1963-1963. The inventory of these FBI records, prepared at 
tne Court's Order and also maintained under seal, reveals the existence within 
ine National Archives of tape recordings covering the period January 5, 1964 
through October 30, 1965; transcripts covering the period January 5, 19SH 

t.-ough January 23, rSco; and logs covering the period October 2b, 1963 
through June j_3 5 1966 . 


Page ^ of ^ oases . 


Deponent's initial 



A 

ou.s 
n I'f'k 


Interrogatory no. 2: if the answer to the preceding question is affirmative, 

describe the inventory or volume of the material ordered seouestered by the 
court, [sic] 

Answer: As noted in defendant's answer to the first interrogatory, the 

Court ordered the FBI to prepare an inventory of records then placed under 
sea.1 in une National Archives. The inventory, also under seal according 
uo our interpretation of the Court's Order, is 838 pages long, and pertains 
to the entire corpus of materials which total approximately 58 cubic feet of 
records, including 83 tape recordings. 

Interrogatory no. 3: Briefly state the reason (s) for the Court order 

sequestering said tapes & transcripts thereof, [sic] 

Answer: Defendant has no knowledge or information responsive to this 

interrogatory . 

interrogatory no. 4: Are all of the conversations on said tapes 8= transcripts 

thereof of a personal nature wherein Dr. King is always one of the participants 
in the recorded conversations. By "personal" plaintiff means the contents 
of said tapes & transcripts thereof are limited to male/female or family 
communications as opposed to business, political, philosophical, ect., oriented 
endevors Dr. King was engaged in in promoting his goals ? [sic] 

Answer: Defendant has no knowledge or information responsive to this 

interrogatory . 

Interrogatory r.o. 5: Describe the term "personal" as interpreted by the 

court or others who were instrumental in having the tapes 4 transcriots 
thereof sequestea in the National Archives, [sic] 

Answer: Defendant has no knowledge or information responsive to ‘this ■ 

interrogatory . 


of 


Deponent's init: 


.ais i / ( 



Interrogatory no. 20: If one or more of the preceding questions cannot be 

answered by the National Archives, will the Archives seek the assistance 
of appropriate authorities in answering said Interrogatories? [sic] 

I 

Answer: Mo. ■ 

Interrogatory no. 21: Briefly cite the purpose of the National Archives & 

Records Service as reflected in the National Archives charter, or what 
ever authority the Archives is operating under, [sic] 

Answer: With certain inapplicable additions, the functions and purposes 

of the National Archives and Records Service are based on statutes which 
have been codified into positive law as chapters 15, 21, 22, 23, 25, 29, 31 
and 33 of title 44, United States Code. 

I have read the answers above, and they are true and complete to the best of 
my knowledge and belief. 

0'ES E. O'NEILL 

Subscribed and sworn to ' before me at Eighth and Pennsylvania Avenue , 

***** 

Northwest, Washington, D.C., on this 2.1 day of September 1979- 

-Twee ^ ‘7/ -3. y— 

Notary Public' 

My commission e:cpires: I l ?c p 
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Philip B. Key as an 
; ssist; nt Attorney General 
Criminal Division 

/ lfred B. .Bantraan, Chief 
Central Crimes Section 
Criminal Division. 


hug use 15* 1973 

ALEiRBCi jnd 


Select Committee on Assassinations - United States Bouse of 
Representatives? John Ray; Perjury ____________ 


This is in response to your request for our visas as to 
whether John Roy should be prosecuted for perjury, 18 U.S.C. 

112 , as a result of Mr. Ray's alleged falsa testimony to the 
Bouse Select Committee on Assassinations • We have concluded 
that prosecution should be declined because (1) the allegedly 
false testimony was not material and (2) all surrounding cir- 
cumstances show that prosecutorial discretion is best exercised 
by declining prosecution. 


By latter to the Attorney General datad June 15. 1278 
(Tab A), the Cogjmitfcaa specifically referred John Ray’s May 9, 
197G testimony [that he did not participate in several basic 
robberies. ‘She raferral aas specifica lly authorised by 


Committee resolution dated Hay 17, 1578 


?TT 




Prior to formally referring this matter to ths Department 
of Justice, Sir. Blakey met with United States Attorney Dari 
Siloart and a representative of the Criminal Division on May 24, 
1971 concerning this allegedly false testimony. At that time 
Kr. Blakey advised that the primary reason that he wanted John 
Ray charged with perjury was to convince Jamas Sari Ray to 
testify before the Conmfttee concerning his knowledge of the 
assassination of Dr. Hartin Duther King. othe r t*osds, 

Mr. Blakey was desirous of being In the p ositi on of telling 
Jamas’ Earl Ray 'that "if he does not coopera te wit h the Comm itte e 
end tell the truth, hia Tack of ~ coop^atipn w.i.11 Jtsault ip„ th« 
incarceration of _me^bers__of hia family i.o., Joan Ray w ill 
be prosecuted' for pe r jujey _by__thj 3 _P.APhir t PrtR t 
connection with his _f also tostl mony t o t ho Qpm jgitt.eq.| 

On Hay 3, 1978, John Roy appeared before toe Coesnittas in 

Executive Session after having been granted, immunity pursuant 

to IS D.S.C. 60 15 o [Hr. Ray had previously appeared feeior* thej 


General Crimes , 
Cabbage (2) 








[committee on April 17 and 18 in which he exhibited a rc-r-kablr- 
;t-Sc ;; d ““^“ ythla5 ***°^Bi** transcripts 

sv*- Kichaci 5SnS - s^ 

W - S SOi " g to 5Sk «*• *•* » series ? of y 
-scions about crimes, particularly bank robberies which 
had previously occurred. Mr. May was further advis^that t-s 
. -ne of questioning was being pursued to determine if James “ 

hi*V' a ^.r? CiVed £oni?s * ro = «y source during the pe-’o-' o y 
hls -ugit-vity - from April 23 , 1967 until June 3 , lfsa '“join 

(transcript or May 9 attached — Tab c)\~ " " 


. in-a h_s Examination ho was « aerie s of mi.c*-i nTle . 

rotative to his knowi~- - and involvement in th» " 10x ‘ 

-ay, as well as his brother, JoS 7 , ^Sttivity. JalB6E Earl 

-* Alton, «*£“£ ha r ^ 

1567 wiSS 30 ^ f rCll3Sed aa tlr Dt tee r ohbery. 

information arte^iT °. : :. Alt = c *) The FBI, active ° n July 14 

Proved somewhat unreli^^" *««”«* dormant, John ^ en 
mention that James w as involved S ^ persisted ^ his con- ' 
evidence corroborating the allegaS^* C ° Uld COt ^velop 

the 1970 robbery of the Bank of 
--h he was to be paroled J n i — an IS year sentence fro- 

1973 Executive Session llLilcLl V^’ l97S - ^ 
any involvement in th~ st p W c7er * contains f?en «. [ a _ 
John Kay at a suspect i^ 1“ FBI ^loo cl-rLd 

recording to the Commit*- s --- e s of bank robberies ah. 1 ch 

robber^"" ?«"*?«* ^ the — -hum 

ioilowsfj WhlCh JOhl1 say de3ied any parti^at?*”*?^. ~ enk 
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Date’ of Ri 

J / S. 

Farmers & Traders B..nk 
Marecosia, Illinois 

1/23/70 

i ' 

2 

! / 

! : 3 *' 

Laddonia. State Bank 
Laddonia, Missouri 

6/11/70 

Bank of. Eawthome 
Hawthorne, Florida 

7/29/70 

3 i 

4. 

Farmers Bank of Liberty 
Liberty, Missouri • 

10/17/69 


addition to denying any personal involvement in, end knowledge 
"of, these han’t robberies., Mr. Bay generally denied ever being 
involved la any bank robbery or engaging in any srmsd robbery • 
with James Earl Sayp 

The following evidence has been developed demonstrating 
tha falsity of John Bay s s testimony: 

(1) James Bussell Rodgers has testified be fora the Connsittee 
(Tab E) that he and John Bay participated in tha robbery of all 
four of the above banks? 

( 2) [clarence Haynes, when interviewed by the Committee 
advised that he and John Ray participated in the robbery of the 
Ladconia State Sank, Laddonia, Missouri (Tab F). 

(3) Ronald Goldeastain when interviewed by the Committee 
advised that he and John Ray participated in the robbery of the 
Farmers £ Traders Bank, Mersdosia, Illinois, end the Bank of 
St. Peters, St. Peters, Missouri (Tab G) . 

Is can ba saen by the above, there currently arista two 
witnesses (James Russell Rodgers and Ronald Goldeastein) who 
can testify that John Roy participated in the robbery o! the 
i Forraers & Traders Bank, Mcredosia, Illinois, and two witnesses 
: iJ ones Bussell Rodgers /"an d Clarence Baynes^, who can testify 

/ that John Ray participated in tha robbery "of the Laddonia Ftate / 







Ban k cf Mton, Ill inois, ban k robbery chat o ccurr ed o n July 13 , 
1957 caring the period of tine that Jecce isrl Ray was a 

fugitiv e.n 

Our recommendation to decline prosecution in this case is 
based on the following reasons s 

(1) If John Hay were indicted for perjury, the charges 
would be of a “bootstrap" variety: I.e., the charge arises 

Iron sworn testimony recently elicited about events which 
occurred eight or Bore years ago. Since we can no longer prose- 
cute John Hay for the bank robberies themselves because of the 
five year statute of limitations (see IS U.S.C. 3282), we would 
bo bootstraping ourselves by going after John Hay for perjury 
concerning those sane bank robberies. _1/ Although logic indi- 
cates that a prosecution for perjury about crimes that occurred 
beyond the statute of limitations will lie, there is little law 
directly on the Issue. Judge Wyranshi stated in dicta in 
United States v. Worcester , 190 P. Supp. 543, 569 (D. 11 ass. 

1951) i that a federal perjury prosecution may be based upon a 
willfully false statement about a matter not punishable by tine 
federal criminal law. In Worcester, the defendants argued 
unsuccessfully that it was "fundamentally unfair to put them 
under oath as witnesses to testify to matters occurring many 
years ago, many of which [were] barred by the statute of 
limitations, “ Cf. United States v« Savor, 204 P. Supp. 486, 

432 {S. D. Cal- 1952), aff'd, 323 ?.2d 519 (9th Cir. 1553), cert. 
den, , 375 O.S. 993 (1964). 


1/ See attached copy of former DAG Tyler * s memorandum to former 
Director Kelley in which the bootstrap principle was used to 
decline prosecution of an FBI agent for obstruction cf justice 
in connection v?ith perjurious statements given during an FBI 
internal investigation into the destruction of a note from 
hoc Harvey Oswald that Hr. Oswald had left at ti.e Dallas field 
office approximately a week before the Kennedy assassination 
(Tab H) . 









(2) Only cut of the- berth robberies, the robbery of the 
Ecrhc of Alton, Illinois, cn July 13, 1S57, was committed "during 
>»he period of Jeaen Earl Ray's fugitivity — frost April 23, - 
13t7 through Juno 8, 1S68. Tkere_ is _no existing or* anticipated 
testimony or ether evidence to lln i Tjoh n Ray or^Jancs' fori* hay' 
robbery. It appears that the real “issue concerning the 
remaini ng b ank robberies is that of establishing the mate riality 
tho testimony, a necessary element for a perjury prosecution. 
The traditional test of materiality or a false- statement is 
whet’ . ; the testimony has a natural effect or tendency to 
. influence, impede or dissuade the investigating body. Unite 4 
v Parker, 244 E.2d 843 (7th Cir.), cert. dcL sTslTJ. 
83c (iSo7) . Although the authority of the Select Committee is 
broad (see H. Ees. 222 — Tab I), John Hay was advised that the 
purpose of the questions into the matters of^b^nh robberies was 
to determine James Earl .Hay’s source of funds. | The bank 
robberies that occurred after James Earl Kay was arrested on - 
June 8, 1868 could not have been a source of funds for James 
Earl Kay while he was a fugitive. Therefore, it could be argued 
that the broad authority of the Committee had been limited bv 
the Committee's own statement in connection with the questions 
concerning the bank robberies. Even if it could be argued that 
the questions^ ashed about the bank robberies that occurred after 
the Alton bank robbery went to credibility and were therefore 
material, it would seem that a relationship or similarity in 
the bank robberies would be necessary, 

r ** la Committee has taken the position that because of the 
ilrnaarkable similarities in circumstances between the five bank 
robberies in- -question and the Bank of Alton robbery, John Kay’s 
(Denials sre undoubtedly relevant to the question of his own 
participation^ in the Alton robbery. John's involvement, given 
tna known, alleged and inferred relationship between -John and 
James during 1967-63, is relevant to the specific incaiiry into 
Janes_(_posstble involyement in the same robbery." (pace 14 of 
Tab Bowever,. ay revi ew of the f aejnsurr ounjlp , bank 

set forth in a_ chert .supplied by the . Cqeaittee~" ' 
indicates that the only rea l similarity is the fact 
that the barks were robbtd by arraed men wearing stockine macks 
In fa ?t, a review of the two bank robber ies ' for which~we~ hive- - 
two witnesses indicating John Ray’s participation (haddonla 
i tato Bank and r armors & Traders .Bank). .'indicate many din- 
^i^ii'-’^i-ics . In the Bank of Alton robbery, there were- tac baid^j 



D 


robbers who used a_ blco aatonatlc pistol and a’ sgwca-o£i:. shot--' 
•3}in . Th»- ir clothin g and stocking packs w ere later fou nd burned 
in the woods. There was no getawa y driver ana the ro bbers lied 
on root . In the robberi es of the. L odd snia Stats Sank and the 
Vespers Traders Sack t here w ere thr ee- and f eur bark robbers 

respectively and a chrome revolver sad a sa wed-off sho'-cim cr 
rifle were used. The robbers stocking masks ware discarded 
along the getaway route. (The Coazaittee'B. .interview. rcn.pr.t_of 
Go ldens te in in. : ra tes th e stocki ng Basks were horne d aito r t he 
Farmers & Traders Sank robbery.) The robbers did not dies on 
roof but used a getaway 'vehicle". S lr.e e "the* Coral tte a ha s n o 
evidence of anyone being involved in the B ank of Alton robbery, 
and becau se o f th o dissimilarit ies i n the bank rob beries, it 
appears that it is iirmatsrlal t o t h e Ccrraittce ‘ s inquiry. whether 
John Ray admitted or d enied his Involveme nt i n any of the., bank 
robberies other than, the Bank o t Al ton, and th at hi s fal se 
tc-stimocy with r espect to these later bank robberies d id not 
influence, impede,, or dissuade the Ccanlttee . I n. other words, 
only the Bank of Alton appears to be set tc- rial and we have no 
evidence , direct or o therwise, that John Ray lied about his 

: bank, robbery, f 


participation in ; 


(3) Returning an indictment against John hay in order to 
pressure his brother James Earl Ray into ’cooperating could end 
should be viewed es an abuse of process. It is one thing to use 
the- criminal laws to pressure an individual into cooperating 
with the government. It is another thing to use ths criminal 
laws against someone to pressure another individual into 
cooperating with the government. This is particularly true 
when the individuals involved are close family relatives such 
as brothers. , 


The facts of this case have been discussed with United 
rtstes Attorney Earl Silbcrt who concurs in our recommendation. 
For your information, on two occasions, June 23, 1978 and 
August 24, 1978, representatives of the Criminal Division mat ... . 
with; James Laser, John Bay's attorney, in an unsuccessful effort 
to obtain Ray's truthful cooperation with the Cosaitvst , This 
approach of attempting to aid tho Committee has been a paramount 
guideline in reviewing this entire matter, tin that regard, it 
must he noted that on August S, 1973, ClrudaFoweil, Jr.) was 
indicted in the- District of Columoia for contempt of Congress'! 



* MO*.*.. _ 
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5f‘ ^c^s n june S i3f Y i9 78°i e ^ he hi “ 

resulted £n several® m ° nth - ' (Tab J) A h P3r ° le ret ^ded 

otters o f importance £ 

ne -ever appropriate. 


-tachments 





unknown funds 

- James Ear] Ray 

i* 

Bet what we have here is 
negative evidence. It is 
always possible tomorrow 
new evidence wiii 
develop .... If there 
Vas been a conspiracy, 
there is no evidence yet.’ 


House Probe'Cai? 


TILE ATLANTA CONSTITUTION, Thur.. !W If, iotp 



WASHINGTON (UPI) - House Assassi- 
caiions Committee investigators reported 
nednesday drey have been unable to learn 
where James Earl Hay got; $8,300 of the ; 
money he spent as a fugitive before and after 
Martin Luther King’s murder. 

They called this “negative evidence” and - 
not proof o, a conspiracy but said that - be- 
cause of such background gaps - they cannot 
rule out the possibility Ray may blTZ ■ 
tinancial help from unknown accomplices. 
p„w°S tt , eiess ’ ckief “namittee counsel G 
. B /“V and chief investigator Edward 
Evans told tne panel it is their opinion Ray ' 
probamy got most of his funds from a still-un- 
solved bans robbery in Alton, HI., his home- 
town, on July 13, 1S67. 

* as . tiree m0!ltd s after he escaped 
from a Missouri prison and nine months before ' 
Ring was slain in Memphis. 

S27 0olT°/*f masks- netted 

?27,0C0 m the Alton holdup, and the panel 
•nvestigators said authorities susoected — but 
couL not prove - Ray and one or more of his 
brothers pinisd that job. 
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Jerry Ray Visits Alton Bank ' 

■ To Deny He Robbed It In 5 ©7 


j By ROBERT J. WEHLING 

Of the Post-Dispatch Staff 

A brother of James Earl Ray 
popped into the Bank of Alton, 111., 
today and told startlec bank offi- 
cers he had no pan in robbing it 11 
j years ago. 

Then J erry Ray went to the Alton 
Ponce Department and repeated 
j the denial for amused officers. 

| Both visits apparently stemmed 
j “ 0iT1 i tIj - appearance of James Earl 
j Ray before a congressional commit- 
. tee in Washington. The committee 
j is investigating the assassination of 
the Rev. Dr. Martin Luther King 
for which James Earl Ray is serv- 
ing a prison sentence. 

. In questioning. Rep. Floyd J. 
Fithian, D-Ind„ strongly implied 
j that James Earl Ray and brother 
, Jerry could have robbed the Bank 
j. of Alton on July 13, 1967 and used 
f money to stalk King before the 
\ assassination 15 months later. 

Standing before a local television 
j camera and a newspaper reporter, 
j Jerry, in a powder blue sport coat, 

\ told Bank of Alton Vice President 
j Paul E. Utterback that he had no 
j part in the robbery in which $27,230 
j was taken. Ray said he was enroute 


to the police station to waive any ! 
statute of limitations and toHbe 
charged with the 1S67 armed holdup 
if police wanted. 

At police headquarters, "Jerry 
Ray told Police Chief Rudy So'wa- 
ers, Assistant Chief John Light, Lf7“ . 
Walter Conrad, and ethers, that he ? 
would take a lie detector test if they 
desired. ... 

Police declined the offer. 

‘‘He was interviewed briefly by 
Lt. Conrad and was told he is not, 
and was not then, a suspect in the 
holdup,” Sowders said. f 

Two masked men rifled two cash 3 
drawers in the 1967 holdup at f 
bank at 1520 Washington Avenue , 
and escaped without harming any- j 
one. It was the first bank rcl . ery in i 
Alton's history, and remains un- ] 
solved. ‘ l 

‘Conrad asked him if he wanted 
to confess to the crime, and he said , 
he couid not confess to something he 
did not do,” Sowders said. “Then 
we took his name and address and 
told him we’d call him if we needed 
him.” 

Conrad said Ray told him he is \ 
now 43, unemployed, and living with i 
relatives in the Mehlvilie area of j 
south St. Louis County. Then he left, » 
accompanied by cameramen. . . I 
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